the riment of
by the ' L
miwwnm,

:u& that

sioner, by Commission issued undcri
the Great 'Seal of the Province of New

Brumewick on the third day of March, jand the
A. D. 2915, I entered upon the inves.| the amount due to it by the Dalhousie

tigations which 1 was required to make | Lumber Company.

Ly my Qommission. !

At the outset ol

tions of ‘the Departments of Public|
Works, of Lands and Mines, of Agri-|
culture amd of the Provincial Secre-
tary-Treasurer of the Province of New
Brunswick, and into the operations of
the said Departments, but I could not
find any instances of inefficiency, in-
capacity, irrggularity, dishonesty or
wrong-doing om the part’of any inside
offféial or employee of the said Depart-
ments or in the adnxnistration of these
brggpches of the pablic service, with
this possible exception:—

Soon after my appointment as Com.
missioner I took the evidence of Thom
as G. Loggie, Esquine, Deputy Minister
of Lands and Mines, and he'called my
attention to the fact that steps might,

w

in his judgment, ®he taken which
would promote the efficiency of
the Department of Lands and S€
Mines. Mr. Loggie also told me
that he had reported with respect
to these matters to  the Hon. Mr.

Clarke, the head of the Department,
and that some of his suggestions had
been carried out and that others were
being considered by the head of the |
Department.

Under thes
think it nece:
tail as to the sugg

ou

circumstances 1 do not
for me to go into de-;
stions made by Mr

Inside Service Vindicated
Logs suzzestions dealt with|
1t of the efliciency of
Department, and he
ated that no cases of actual dishon-
y or wmng-doing on the part of the
alf had come under his notice

The first maiter into which I enquir:
ed was one which was called to my !
attention by Mr. E. S. Carter. Mr
Carter in a letter to me dated March
12th, 1915, requested me to enquire in-
to the payment the sum of two
thousand nine hundred and three dol.
lars and thirty-two cents by the Dal.
housie Lumber Company, Limited, in
the year 1912, fon balance of stumpa
account as arranged with Willard H
Berry. I proceeded to enquire into
the matter mentioned in Mr. Carter’s
letter and examined the following wit-
nesses: |

Mr,
impros
the Staff of the

1

the m

st

| th

o

th
h

of

1
o

Willard H, Berry, e

J. W. Brankley,
W. F. Comeau, and
T. G. Logzeie, |
From the evidence taken before me
It appears that on the 20th day of Au-
gust, 1912, a cheque for two thousand
nine hundred and three dollars and
thirty-two cents was drawn by the Dal-
hougie Lumber (ompany, Limited, on
the Bank of New Brunswick, Campbell.
ton Branch, payable to J. W. Brankley
or order for balance of stumpage ac
count. This cheque was produced by
Willard H. Berry and was endorsed
by J. W. Brankley; according to the

i
1
t
I

I

I

evidence of Willard H. Berry the . !

‘ chi ( any for a e
cheque was given in settlement of the :\midln. ‘lf'”f‘l‘b”;‘“hf";“[' y )
Dalhousie Lumber Company's account bate had been i

for stumpage due, and it was made
payable to Mr. Brankley for the pur
pose of reimbursing the Miramichi
umber Company for a rebate that
as allowed them by the Department.
The full amount of the rebate that!
allowed the Miramichi Lumber
‘ompany was the sum of five thousand
dollars and this particular amount ac-
cording to the evidence of Willard H.
Berry was settled by the Hon. Mr.
Flemming while he was at the head
of the Department of Lands and Mines, |
on consultation with the witness Wil-
lard H, Berry who at that time was
Chief Scaler for the Department.
Rebate Allowed By Berry |
It seems that the Miramichi Lum»‘
ber Company in the season of 1910. |
1911 had been fined or penalized by !
Willard H. Berry as Chief Scaler for |
cutting -undersized lumber, and the!

vas

amount which this Company was re. |have been cut on a certain block of

quired to pay and did pay for this vi-|
olation of the regulations was ten|
thousand one hundred and ninety-four
dollars and eighty cents. An investi-
gation was held by Willard H. Berry |
into the actual amount of undersized !
lumber cut by the Miramichi Lumber
Company, and after this investigation
and a good deal of consultation w'th
the then Surveyor-General the H .
Mr. Flemming, and on or about the
seventh day of August, A D. 1912, it
was decided to allow the Miramichi
Lumber Company a rebate »f five
thousand dollars in respect of the pay-
ment of ten thonsand Ghe hundrai and
ninety-four dollars and eighty cents
previously made by the Compaay pricr
to this time. A rebate to the am) ‘nt
of two thousand and ninety-six Jol'ars
and sixty-eight cents had been sllower
to the Miramichi Lumber Company,
and there was therefore the sum of
two thousand nine hundred and three
dollars and thirtytwo cents dis the'
Miramichi Lumber Company in respect
of this rebate of five thousand Ar"firs,
At the time when the cheque nefore
mentioned for two thousand nine huy-
dred and three dollars and thirtvvo
cbnts was drawn there was, according
to Mr. Berry, due from the Daltiosie
Lunder Company to the Department:
of Lands and Mines the sum of two
thousand aine hundred and thrse dol.,
Jars and thirty4two cents, being an'
swount due by this Company ta the
Department for pulpwood cut hy the .
y.on lands belonging (o the

Under these clrcamstances Willird |

Borry very irregularly and anwisely |
in my judgment arranged to settls
the rebate due to the Miramical Com-:
pany hy taking from the Dalhoasie,

4

my investigation 1;rangement Was made at his sugges-
wade some enquirics into the opera- |tion.

duced before me, the amount of
:\‘.\1--3 thousand nine hundred and three
dollars and thirty-two cents was really
due from the Province to the Mirami-
¢hi Lumber Company and the momey
necessary to pay this amount to the
Miramichi Lumber Company was ob-
tained through this cheque given by
i the Dalhousie Lumber Company, which I
Company thereby discharged its lia-| O'Brien but he finally admitted that
he cut between 75,000 and 100,000 su-!
perficial feet and that he worked on
the land.about two months, the tra
;;‘" by him being principally pine and |
r,

| bility* to the Province.
| Jost nothing by the transaction so far
as 1 can see, but in my judgment the

dueted. and Willara H. Berry took el
together too much upon Thimself _lu
settling these two matters as he did.

Lands
gone

partment:
have
hs

and apparently without the knowlelge

of any
other than Willard H. Berry himaself.

ployee of the
jand Mir
|ing
ment

{i{s to be hoped that all futurd (ransac. |

i Mt
tions of this kind will go theyagh the
Department and be conduct

Department of Lands and Mians;
tl"(\li‘(l

. ' the
done: he also gave instructions to the

Accountant of the

ment, and the payment by the Dal
housie Lumber Company to taa Mira

these
ed to the Department by Berry and ting at least 75,000 superficial feet of
nothing with respect to °t appears on | lumber, spruce and
the books kept by the Department, .

resvlt

Lumber Company the

to t4em
Province practically reteived

Willard H, Berry says that this ar-

Province Lost Nothing

the amount of rebate due|:
from . the Province to the Miramichi
Lumber Company was pald

any cut this

So far as I can seb from the

The Province |

hole matter was very irregularly con-

These transactions should have been
sttled directly by the Department of
and
and while these two claims

been settled, they should never
been settled in this irregular way

Ave

\tside of the Department altoget wor, | lands for Mr. A, J. H. Stewart end

| there were some twelve men who were
employed in cutting sleepers ua these
particular lands while O’Brien was act-
ing for Mr. Stewart.

ofiticial of the Department

Willard H, Berry is not now aAn om-
Department f iands
and there is therefore noth-

to be
\ connection with this matter: but It[

|
ai and set-

ed Dby the accounting

a due return of it to your Departmeut,” |

stated that he had worked on the
lands at\Bass River on Lot 13 for ifree-
man Goodwin, cutting saw logs in the!
fall of the year 1918,

ting any definite information from '

these lands O’Brien saw nothing ofi
Willlam Hayden the scaler.
also stated that sleepers were cut ¢n
Mines, and should have the lands held by Mr. Stewart during
through the books of that De-|the winter of 1912:13 along ths Mira-
{michi Road and all over the grwnd.|
In the year 1912.13, O'Brien was keep-|

from O’'Brien as to the
ained by any further com- | Sleepers cut on these lands in 191213,
upon the course followed by him | Two witnesses, namely Albest Dou-|the witnesses who gave evidence a8 yu¢ the whole thing seems to be alto-

cet and Moss Couture, who cut :1eep-|to this matter that on the 29th day of ¥

ers on these lands, were examinod, iAugust, A. D, 1910, cheque No. 3833

Willlam H, O’Brien, one of the wit-!

I had considerable difficulty ta get-

During the time he was cutting on!

O'Brien !

I could not get any d'oﬂnite idea
nnmber of

to the matters under discussion, !f an
elected representative of the pespis ;
who actually takes

nesses who was examined before me,;?,:.m“:,f“.' Jaws M'::“: ;::
| tection of property belonsing to the
| Provinoe—takes the ground that tim-
ber belonging to the Crown .is fair
game and that anyone cutting on
Crown land under a license is under no
obligation whatever to pay stumpage
unless caught red-handed and com-
pelled to pay by the Crown officers,
,one can hamrdly expect that other op-
3 erators on Crown Lands will not fol-
low the example set them.

Crown land in this Province under a!
lumber license acts on the same prin. | the Dempsey Bridge by persons living

If, however, everyone ‘operating on

{ciple as-that followed by Mr. Stewart,; :
{the task of the officials whose duty it Property. I 1 plet:

{18 to see that the law regulating lum.} for hauling the stone but they charged (jn F, Robichaud to Shippegan, and ' 4 e-" under the control of the Coun-
{ber operations on Crown lands is en-|Dothing for the stone.
forced and the
{ stumpage collected from the operators | the Dempsey Bridge, stated that Rob-| a4 paid for the timber procured from ! o

ing count of th 3 ¢ H
of the Kwebare out on hese.wm indeed be a difficult one.

proper  amount of

(Signed)
WILLIAM B. CHANDLER,
Commissioner.

NEPISIQUIT STEEL BRIDGE,

Bathurst, Gloucester Co., N. B.
It appears fyom the examination of]

Albert Doucet went on these lands ! was issued by the Department of Pub-'

jw\\'arda the end of the year 1913 and | lic Works for the Province in‘favor of '
X of |cut some 250 ties and he gave evidence | Frank Robinson
that Department and not by any such |as to five or six other persons cut:ing|cheque is endorsed as follows:

for $25.00.

| on the Dempsey Bridge, gave some ev.

offered Robinson three dollars for the

the damage done to his land in hauling | jep¢ gt Shippegan were used for- the'
stone off his property, and he further ! Caribou Bridge, but whether it was or!

the stone off his place.

could not tell me to what bridge and {tin F.

Koop mat

his evidence  as to this particular stralght in connection with his work. c n
her was confused, tradictory . The Shippegan Ferry & WIes - ‘held
and evasive and wholly unsatistactory. shows 80 far as Valentine Robi-

chdud, Structoral Superintendent, is
concerned, he did not know very much
l!ml'.t,!.:‘zd:ork supposed to be car-
on r his superintendence, but
md:oulnly upon either llr.,A.’,:y
H. Stewart or Mr. Martin F. Robi-*

The timber purchased by Mr. Stead
Edmund J. Ellis, who was foreman e o Landing

the Shippegan Ferry Ls
8 m Boudreau was paid for at the
idence as to this claim of Frank Rob-|rate of two dollars and twenty cents
inson's for damage. He says that he mick large and small, and at this'rate
did some damage to Robinson’s M“énoudmu should have been
in hauling stone out of it and that he'ypout thirty dollars for the fourteen
yPieces ‘which he is said to have sup-
damage done, but Robinson remndlpu,d for the Caribou Bridge. He ac-
to accept'this amount. tially recelved forty-two dollars for ¢
It appears that stone was hauled w!m, ’umber. udreau himself could | m;.ﬁ?:’ \ll:l‘:n‘tllhl::h Il!oh:l;; “d“
{ throw little or o light upon this trans-! ke

: was goncerned, proved him to be inef-
1action as he simply had some tmber!foient and unsatistactory, and com

work for him, and make up his re.’
turns.
All

in the neighborhood, off their own

These persons were pald| oy and shipped it'in the name of Mar-

i ty
! ‘he seems to have paid very little at-},ng Robie
Thomas O'Donnell, who worked on | yention to the matter after this. He ! vnammmlchuud 18.n0t to be al-

gether blamed for this state of af-
falrs, but such a situation with re-
gard to the holding of the position of
Structural Superintendent is

w::-
satisfactory an
could not say of| quce soodryreml‘:s.c sy v

ives,

inson should have been paid some-!

him by Mr. Stead and he su es that
where from three to five dollars for! . Do {

fourteen pleces of the tisgber he had

stated that the toreman was told b®i . not so used he
Mrs. Robinson, the wife of Frank Rob-i iz own knowledge.'
inson, that it would be all right to rmﬂy Everything in connection with’the WIS 5. cRebniMe
The amount : work done on this bridee is confused : O misktk

involved in this transaction is small .4 unsatisfactory. * uisionor.

Docil iasson unabl : : ;
gether irrmegular and unwarranted. | 1 Sk thes. Oh o "EDWARDDEMPSEY ER'DGE.

'or unwilling , to explain clearly any-
In my opinion, Frank Robinson was thigg in connection with his work, The charge in this matter is that
paid altogether too much by Mr, Stew. and in my judgment hLe is a man en- 1085 yards of stone at ten cents &

Tm.;art for the alleged damage done to m'iuroly unfit for the position of fore- yard, and a small quantity of lumber

property, which does not seem to havoym“' as he does not seem able to keep supplied by Edward Jennings to this
been very serious. his accounts or reports straight or to Bridge, according to the return of Val-

. Wiet Bi on the s s while he w her
iicial as the Chief Scaler. T S]:::nel:nx:’l:g“I;Elxaheox;:: t\:‘é:. i hig & Mr. Stewart had no authority what-' .yoo anv definite information as to entine Robichaud, Structural Superin-
willard H. Berry L:" the tim i, xaoi woRkitls for M. Stbwist DoTwI. ¢ | “Frank ;Mk“‘*b"*w“ ever to settle this claim or pay amy. yve: e did tendent, was not provided by Edward
\is transaction took piace se2ms 10| PERL.S t ar ! money and in my judzment should not " ;

virtually as Head of the| Cut 400 Sleepers “Witness A. J. H. Stewart.” o 4 b | Looked After Work Saaninge Mi. Fhe oheaio for teW"/

ave acted ! ‘
ne|
this matter without cansult-

g anyone connected with the D2

and without even reportinz to
as to what le lad

ient,
Department
Department, as to
entries he should m in bhis
with respect to the matter un-

sion and some of thase er-

The action of Willard H, Ba:rv in|

nee of New Brunswick lost aothing by
he transaction. i
No information was given by Berry !
o Mr. Loggie, the Deputy Min.ster of;
.ands and Mines, as to th's settle.

|

beyond the
account for

michi Lumber Company
hare statement that the

stumpage due by the Dalhoisie Lum-

yer Company and the claim of the Mir-|

details of the se:ilemeni ‘n
two cases were never report-

The

The whole transaction was ra\rrlefll

His

(Signed)
WILLIAM B. CHANDLER,
Commissioner,

RE STEWART LUMBER
LICENSE.

Bass River, Gloucester County, N. B
Mr. P. J. Veniot claimed in this mat.
ter that large quantites of railway ties

Crown Land held under license by Mr
A. J. H. Stewart of Bathurst, N. B,
situate between the Miramichi Road
and Bass River in the County of Glou-
cester. . Mr. Veniot also claimed that
a large number of logs had been cut
on this same land on which no stump-
age had been paid,

According to the evidence of Mr. T.

G. Loggie, Deputy Minister of Lands

and Mines, given before me, License |
No. 2024 for the year 1914 was issued |

to Mr. A. J. H, Stewart in the year
1913. A timber license covering the
same lands as those included im L3
cense No. 2024 was issued to William
G. White, President of the Gloucester
Lumber and Trading Company, Decem-
ber 26th, 1912. This license was trans-
ferred to A, J. H. Stewart on the 30th
day of April, A. D. 1913.

Mr. Loggie stated that no stumpage
was paid with respect to the lands cov-
ered by license No. 2024 for the log-
ging season of 191213 nor for the log-
ging season 1913-14 and that William
Hayden, the Scaler for the District in
which these lands are situated had
made no return of lumber cut on these
lands. 4

The lands covered by the license
held by Mr. Stewart are three and a
half square miles in extent and cover
a number of lots, The Ilands are
bounded westwardly by the Miramichi
or Bathurst Road and eastwardly,
roughly speaking, by the Bass River.
They are situated about four miles
from the Town of Bathurst and the
Caraquet Railway runs to the north-
ward of the tract.

. MF. Hayden’s Report

On & th of April, A. D. 1915, Wil-

liam n made a report with re-

“ 1 Mr. Stewart

{just how many sleepers were cut on'
the lands in question for Mr. Stewart

| but

' about

Albert Doucet also cut ties on the
and he

I had some difficulty in ascertaining :

in the two seasons mentioned above,
according to the evidence the
whole tract of land covered by Mr,

connection with this particular \racs | stewart's license was gone over and
| action was in my judgment altogethei |y the sleepers obtainable on these
irregular and very much opea to “n'jlauds were cut. : |
sure, even though in the end the I‘rn.‘-‘

According to the evidence of Moss!
Couture, about ten carloads of sleepy
ers were cut each winter on these
lands and this witness says that some
cars would hold 400 sleepers apd some
500; so0 that at the lowest calculation
twenty carloads of sleepers
were taken off these lands in the win-
ter of 1912-13 and in the winter of
1913-14 altogether, In my judgment
at least 4,500 sleepers were cut on
these lands for Mr. Stewart in the sea-

. son of 1912-13 and at least the same
i quantity of sleepers were cut on the

same lands in the season of 1913-14.
William H. O'Brien admitted cut

pine, on these
lands and the probabllities are that he
cut more than this quantity though he

out by Berry in a most irresular and|would not admit that he cut 100,000
unbusinesslike manner, and he had no ¢
right to conduct the busiaess of the
Province in such a loose way.
conduct in the mattér under discvesion
is to my mind deserving »f very grave |
censure.

superficial feet,

All the sleepers cut on these lands!
were hauled out to the Caraquet Rail-
way by the persons who cut them and
loaded on cars and eventually were
sold to the Intercolonial Rallway by
Mr. Stewart.

William Hayden does not seem to'

his own account and he does not seem |
to have ever gone over these lands or|
made any enquiries as to whether lum-

the lands were in his distriet. |
Stewart Admits Cutting |

Mr, Stewart in giving evidence be-
fore me admitted that sleepers were
cut on these lands for him. He also
stated that he gave Freeman Goodwin
authority to cut logs on part of these’

ting extending up to the Miramichi
Road on the West and to what are
called the Harrie lots on the Hast.
This work occupied some two or three
months each winter and it seems very
strange to me that none of this cut-
Itmg ever came under the notice of

trict in which thesd lands are situated.
In his qvidence, Hayden stated that

stated that he
stone whatever
Steel Bridge at any time but that he
got the amount of $25.00 from Mr. A,
J.

lands and that Gbodwin also cut sleep- |
ers for him in 1913-14. Mr. Stewart| )T Stewart to endorse the cheque for timber to Shippegan, in the County of |
claimed that Goodwin was to pay the | $25-00 When it came. Mr. Stewart ad. Gloucester, by raflway, billed to Mr.|
stumpage on 10gs cut by him but there | ™itted the correctness of Robinson’s, Martin Robichaud.
is no evidence that Goodwin ever paid |
any stumpage. i
Mr. Stewart said he could not ten |that he endorsed the cheque and cash-
how many sleepqrs were cut on these ! ®d
lands in 191213 but the sleepers cut| It seems to me it would have been!ment of the Dominion of Canada, act- L'Vhell s, ‘ma e s her siap s
were sold by him to the Intercolonial' YéY Wuch better it Mr. Stewart haq ifg under instructions from Mr. Steaq ®POUt eleven vyears old, attending, Bridge is more than I can understand
Raflway. According to the evidence!Feferred this matter to the Department  Procured from Plerre F. Boudreau Sc100l and really did not work at al :or explain.
glven before me as to the cutting on | Of Public Works for settloment or had sbout one hundred and twenty pieces|'™
these lands in 1912.13-14, all the lands | °tained some authority from the De |Of long timber and eighty-two pleces|

The voucher accompanying this

| same lands in the winter of 1912.13 for | Cheque is am account for twenty-five
cut about 400 Yards of stone at §1.00 per yard dated
sleepers and other persons were work. | May 3rd, 1910 and was mgde out by
ing on these same lands cutting sleep-! Mr. Stewart in the name of Frank
ers for Mr. Stewart at the same tme, | Robinson and sigucd and sent in by
Valentine Rabichaud, Superintendent,
in connection with his
work done in the year 1010,

returns for

Frank Robimson on his examination
never supplied any
for the Nepisiquit

H. Stewart. Robinson’s explana-

tion of the matter was that he had a
claim for damages done to his land
near the Dempsey Bridge in the Couns
ty of Gloueester and for stone hauled
off his land and used for the Dempsey
Bridge
out his permission as claimed by Rob-
inson and he stated that his claim for
damages done to the land in removing
the stone and for the removal of the
stone, was one hundred dollars but he
eventually settled the matter with Mr.

This stone was removed with-

Stewart and Mr, Stewart paid him
25.00 in settlement of his claim. Mr.
Stewart eventually recouped himself

for this expenditure by putting in an |
account in the name of Frank Robin.'
son for twenty-five dollars for stone'
supplied to the Nepisiquit Steel Bridge g
and a cheque was afterwards issued Parish of Shippegan, Gloucester Couyn

for this amount in favor of Frank Rob.
inson.

It appears that Frank Robinson nev-
er endorsed the cheque himself but for
some reason best known to himself
Mr. Stewart emdorsed the cheque as
above in the name of Frank Robinson
and signed his own name as a witness
to the supposed signature of Robinson'

have known anything at all about op.|?8 ® marksman, though Robinson is|Was paid by cheque No. 41815, dated
erations ‘on these lands, according to| Y™y Well able to write and never signg . January 9th, 1914,

by a Cross,
Unauthorized Settlement !
So far as I could discover, Mr. Stew-

ber was being cut on them, ll(hough\an had nd suthority to settle this thee Chiasson, the Joreman in charge’

to his land but took it upon himself to
settle the matter with Robinson and
afterwards adopted the somewhat sin.
gular procedure detailed above in or!

had paid to Robinson,

Robinson says that he authorized '

statement as t0 this cheque and the
reason why it was issued and stated

covered by the license held by Stewart ! partment to settle the claim instead of ©f short timber, part of the timber!
were cut over very thoroughly, the cuts| ‘*King upon himself to settle the claim | Siipped as stated above and this was | C cOPRas Chiasson and the money |

without communicating with the De.
partment and then adopting the plan
detailed above €0 get back the money.

The whole transaction, in my Judg:
ment, was very irregular, and 1 can.
not see any reason for Mr, Stewart in-
terfering with the business of the De-

William Hayden the scaler for the dis-| PArtment of Public. Works and taking |
{upon himself to settle this question- '

able claim and then putting in a falge

he went out to the Mir Road on
his usual trips but he never noticed
any sleepers being hauled. He never
went on the lands in question and does
not seem to have made any enquiries
with respect to lumber being cu} on
these lands. *
Hayden says he understood that
Freeman Goodwin was cutting, but
hen\rd he was on granted land,
Operations Small
Mr. Stewart's operations on the
lands in question were not very axtep-
sive and the amount of

spect to these lands to Mr. Leggle

Hor stone that was never de-
livered in order to get the money.
Only $25.00 Involved
The seriots part of it is-that Valep.
tine Robichaud super %

recoup himself for the agpount paid to
Frank Robinson, and thht he should
have induced Valentine Robichaud, the

ness of an item in his return which

have interfered in the matter at all
except to have referred the claim to'
the Department of Public Works.

1t is extraordihary that Mr, Stewart
should have taken the steps he did to

Mr. Martin F. Robichaud scems to item, amounting to $131.00 is dated
have virtually taken upon himself the February 22nd, 1910, atd is made pay-
‘superintendence of the work per- @ble to Edward Jennings and apparent-
formed st the Caribou Bridge, and to' 1y endorsed by him. ;
have done in connection with this. The voucher for this amount was
work what should have been done by made out by Mr. A, J. H. Stewart and
the foreman or by the structural su- Valentine Robichaud's return comtain.
perintendent, Valentine Robichaud, <ing this item was declared to by him

Docithee Chiasson claimed when before Mr, Stewart. The witnesses ex-
giving evidence that he had lost the amined in connection with this charge
report which he kept as to the work proved conclusively that Edward Jen-
done on the Caribou Bridge. He Sﬂeml;nmgu never had delivered any stone
to have left everything to Mr. at the Dempsey Bridge and bad not
Martin F. Robichaud, even to the fix- delivered any lumber at this Bridge.
ing of prices to be paid for labor and, "Mr.  A. J. H. Stewart in his state-
material, . nient béfove e sald that he had used

I am not at all satisfied that tms the name of Edward Jennings in mak-
particular lot of fourteen pieces of ing out accounts for materials sup-
timber ever went into the construction plied with his consent. According to
of the Carfbou Bridge, owing to the'Mr. Stewart's statement, the sum of
impossibility of getting any definite $131.00 was due to him for lumber
information from Docithee Chiasson, which he had supplied in 1909. Fe,
the foreman. There were some other says that at this time the roads werdl
charges in connection with this bridge, bad and money was required and h
ong being the issuing of ‘a cheque for authorized the Commissioners to usa

$52.60 in the name of Antime Chias-, the road money in digging ditches ana

son, ° filling up holes. He sent them lumber,
that Antime Chiasson

Superintendent, to declare the correct-

both of them knew was absolutely
without any foundation in fact. If this
claim of Robinzon’s ‘were dn hogest
one it could not have been necessary
for Mr Stewart to fabricate an account
and include it In Robichaud’s return in
order to get back the money he paid
to Robinson,

The disclosures made in the course
of the enquiries which I have held in
the past few months have convinced
me that in this and other matters com.
ing under my notice, this man Valen-
tine Robiehaud was simply a tool in
the hands of Stewart. Whatever blame
is to be imputed in connection with
the matters mentioned above, should

.
fall more upon Stewart than upon Ro-

55 It appears hemlock deals, amounting {0 9,400 feet,

mchr(a:tlig.ned) {was not really entitled to all this from his mill, and this lumber was
8 ed fo ki ul b
WILLIAM B. CHANDLER, amount and according to Docithee us r making culverts between

Chiasson this &mount of $52.50 was
really due to four individuals, Antime’
Chiasson being entitled to $26.00, Jos- '
eph D. Chiasson, a son of Docithee
Chiasson, being - entitled to $18.00,

Janeville and Grand Anse. He charg-
ed $14.00 a thousand for this lumber.
To Pay Another Account

When the Dempsey Bridge was re-
paired in 1910 he put in ‘& bill for
and two _other persons to four dollars $131.00 in the name of Edward Jen-
each. 'nings for stone and lumber, in ‘order

It seems that work to the amount to get his pay for the lumber-which he
of this .cheque was actually dome by had previously supplied. The cheque
‘the four persons mentioned, The only was issued to Jennings and he endors-
explanation offered by Docithee Chi- ed it and Mr, Stewart got the money.
,asi0n for including all these t The d item In:' ‘thg voucher
in one cheque was that Valentine Ro- mentioned above ' is $22.50 for five
bichaud had told him not to employ stringers twenty feet long 10 x 12 at -
{too many wmen and he ‘therefore in- $4.50. These particular stringers. were
The work of ;ve-|cluded the amounts due to'four per- bronght from the Chamberlain Bridge
pairing the bridge above mentioned #0ns in one item under the name of where they had been left when the
was done in 1913 and this lumber was, , Antime Chiasson. iwork was finished to' the Dempaey

ding to the stat t of Doci- No Fraud intended *Bridge. They were of course not fur-
: 'The whole thing was stupld and un- pished by BEdward Jennings and had

Commission-r,

RUISSEAU CARIBOU BRIDGE,

ty, N. B.

The charge made in connection
with this matter is that three thous-
and feet of spruce lumber for which
one Pierre F. Boudreau was pald $42.00
in January, 1914, was never delivered
by him tg the Ruisseau Caribou
Bridge.

This amount of forty two dollars

|claim of Robinson’s for damage done of the work, delivered at this bridge | DeCeSSary but not; so far as I can see. apparently been included in the work

and was used in repairing the-bridge. °Ctuslly fraudulent; but it is one of ‘done on the Chamberlain Bri
It appears that in the year 1913 pi.|the things going to show that. Dock In Valentine Robichaud’s m::a
erne F. Boudreau under ‘some arrange.  be€ Chiasson was not fit for the po- to the Chamberlain Bridge this s

him with Mr. Martin',®ition of foreman.

ment made by ,item of $22.50 appears in & veucher

1der to get back the money which he F. Robichaud, one of the representa.| There 18 also a charge in connec- made out in the name of Edward Jen-

‘tives of the County of Ghuce-ter."mn with this bridge that work appar nings for, five pleces of timber, at
shipped a quantity of spruce logs or‘ently done by Edward D. Chiasson, | $4.50. . Il 3

supposed to have worked with a horse' Accdording to Valentine ‘Robichaud,
and cart in connection with this bridge ' Edward Jennings was paid for the tism-
\for a number of days was actuallyber supplied to the. Chamberlain
In October, 1913, one Theophile Ro- ‘dona by antother person, Cleophas Chi- Bridge, and why Mr. Stewart should,
bichaud, who was foreman under Mr (24508, @ sérvant or hired man of Do- | have included this item of $22.50 in the
Geoftrey Stead, District Engineer .Ucmm( Chiasson, thé foreman. wholly imaginary account whi¢h he
Chatham for the Public Works Depart- | Edward D.Chiasson at the time put In in the of Edward Jenm-

ction with the Dy ey

connection”with this Bridge. 1t Mr. Stewart really supplied this
i The work which is credited to Bd:|lumber for the roads in 1909 lth‘nol
ward D. Chiasson was all dome byisee why he shonld not have been paid
re-{ for it, nor d¢ I see why, if the trans-
iused in connection with the buudmg‘“"“ by Docithee Chiasson, his am-};euon were straight Mr, Stewart did
{of the ferry landing at Shippegan. ployer. Cleophas Chiasson was paid | not send in & bill in bis own name for
Timber Was Used - by the month by Docithee Chj “Ithis lumber and get paid for it. In-

Boudreau had some timber left over! The °§“Y explanation Docithee : stead of doing this, an entirely fieti-
at Shi and it is claimed that in CDi#seon "had = to ‘offer ' in 'con-itlous account in the name of Edward
{the Fall of the year 1913, ‘oun“n‘neotlon with this matter was that if| Jennings was made up by Mr, Stewart,
| pleces of long timber belonging to: 1° Nad Put in the name of Cleophas|and was certified and declared to be
Boudneau_were taken by ~Docithee' Classon, the man who really did the|correct by Valentine Robichaugd, the
Chiasson and used in the construction ' “°rk i would'have got the cheque‘for | Superintendent, and sent in as one of
of the Caribou Bridge. the work and might have kept it. . |the vouchers attached to his return in
Docithee Chiaseon, the superintend.' . The total amount supposed to he|comnnection with the work d
ent, when he was first examined seem- | 1U¢ 10 Edward D. Chiasson for work |the Dempsey Bridge. '~
ed to be sune that these fourteen 1°0€ In counection with this Bridge| The manper in which Mr.
pleces of long timber belonging to! a8 $170.00, ‘ahd all this- work was|hgs acted in connectiop with

; ent in
charge of the work done on the Nepis.
iquit Steel Bridge was apparently in.
duced by Mr. Stewart to sign the ac-
count for $25.00 put in in the name of
Fraunk Robinson on making his peturn
as to ‘work done on the Nepisiquit
Steel Bridge and to make a declaration
as {0 ‘the correctness of his return
when both he and Mr. Stbwart knew

which he should have paid to the Crown 'at the time that Frank Robmson had

had really been used in con:'40D® by Cleophas Chiasson ustig g{mental or Goverment matters ou-
nection with the rebuilding of the DOTSe and cart 'belonging to Doeithee|cester Cousity, as detailed on the en-
bridge; he was, however, afterwards 1128800 The work was apparently betore me, compels me to be sus-
examined again before me and on this 40n€ but the reason given by Docithee %. 8 as to eyerything he has done |
occasion he was not at all sure that | Chiasson for using the name of his transaction with whieh
this particular timber really kad been ‘ son in connection ‘with this work was
used in .the work on this Bridge. |00t & satisfactory explanation of his| - Gk
There was quite a lot of timber, spruce cOurse. 1 : -1 There was also an item of $3.00 for
and cedar, brought over from Shippe-| _ Superintendent Not Qualifies . Posts supposed to have been supplied
gan to Shippegan Island by Docithee| Valemtine Robichaud, the superin {by Frank Robinson to the
Chiasson and men employed by him |tendent in charge of the work done on|Bridse. “Nobouy could say

and of évery
"be is In any way connected.
$3.00 involved Here

¥ § b N b e Gr TR

chaud to practically look -after the |

(Signed) )

i3

i
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-+ $1.25, amounting to $17.50. Timothy

.

LITTLE BUCTOUCHE BRIDGE, |

Parish of Wellington, Kent County,ton

4o this Bridge for the years
work supposed to lm

that work appearing on the return as
having been done by Fabien Savoy to
the amount of fifteen dollars was nev-
or performed by him. Also that an
amount credited to John K, Sheridan
as foreman on this Bridge in the year
1914 is incorrect as Jobn K. Sheridan
really did not act as foreman.

In the return in connection with, this
bridge for October, 1910, Fabien Savoy
{8 down for fourteen days' work at

Til

ther

Boudreau, who was foreman at this
bridge, on being examined admitted
that this work wase not done by Fe
bien Savoy and that this amount was
simply put in the return for the benefit
of Mr. John Sherldan, who was then
a representative for the County of
Kent. The foreman saya he wanted
to help Mr, Sheridan all he could. That
Mr. Sheridan had done some work in
connection with the bridge and had
devoted sqme time to the work and
while he did not wish to put Mr. Sher
idan’s name down in the retufn he did
put in Febien-Savoy's name for this
amount of $17.60 in order to remune-
rate Mr. Sheridan for what he had
done, ' This t was, I p
ually ived by Mr. Sherid
There are also items in the return
in connection with this bridge in the
me. of John K, Sheridan, a son of
r. Sheridan, the representative. on
Timothy Boudreau, the foreman, ad-| !
mitted that forty dollars out of the ac-|ma
counts appearing to the credit of | wa
John K. Sheridan was not really earn- | tin
ed by him and that he did no work for | Le
this amount. This amount of forty|all
dollars was put in by the foreman for | §2

e
&

the benefit of Mr. Sheridan, the repre-|wo
sentative. e
Had Done Much Work For Nothing :l):

The foreman explained that he had
himself done & good deal of work in
Jooking after this bridge at night and
keeping lanterns lit on ‘a temporary
bridge that was put in. The foreman
claims that he practically scted as
night watchman for nearly five months
on this temporary bridge and charged
pothing for his services, ' He says that
it he had employed a foreman ‘he
would have had to pay him at least
one._ dollar ‘per night. Being anxious
to do something for Mr. Sheridan, the
representaive, the foreman added var-
jous amounts making up forty dollars
in all for the benefit of Mr. Sheridan,
the representative, atd I presume he
evantually got this morney. ;
the returns for May, 1914, in con-
on_ with this bridge, John K. Sher
jdan's name-appears as foreman.

John K. Sheridan is’a young man
who was not then pt age, and he really
did@ not act as foreman at all; ‘ the
work did not take long and only four
or five men were émployed.
" john K. Sheridan worked about
‘oleven days on this bridge in May,
1914, and was paid two dollars a day,
and 1 presume he was put down as
foreman for much the same reason as
was_given by the foreman, Timothy
Boudreau, in connection with the oth-
er matters mentioned above; mamely,
a desire to do something to help Mr.
Sherid

B

e rep ive, 'and to
remunerate him for the time heé had
deyoted to looking aftr this bridge.
The amount coming to John K. Sherl-
dan for his work was eventually pald
to his father.

It is regrettable that Mr. Sheridan,
while a representative for the County
of Kent lent himself to this sort of
thing, and took money which he did

* not really earn. If Mr. Sheridan wish-
ertﬂ' get ‘some money in connection
with the work on this bridge it would
have been very much better if his
d appeared on the pay-rolls for
wl er work it was that he did do.
“7This whole matter was irregular and
improper and ‘conduct of this kind can
“restlt in the degradation of the

Mc service and of those who tak
#t in such transactions. .

(Signed)
¥ WILLIAM B. CHANDLER,
Commissioner:

sLean SETTLEMENT
ol

rarish of 8t. Paul, Knt'couw, %
The charge in this matter fs that a
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